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WE ARE FED UP 


I, the May 15 issue of this Report, dealing with Cuba, we quoted a bulletin, prepared by 
United States Congressman August E. Johansen (Republican, Michigan), in which the Con- 
gressman listed some of the behavior, on the part of, American political and intellectual leaders, 
which has created shame and’ disgust and anger in the hearts and minds and souls of all decent 
Americans who love their country. 


Among other things, Congressman Johansen said he was fed up with, 


“American officials deliberately lying to the Nation and the world .. . . (and) with the 
colossal clumsiness of the lies.” 


l. would take many volumes to list only the major actions and attitudes, on the part of 
our ‘liberal’ leaders, which have disgraced the American people and sapped the strength of their 
great nation. Consider a few scattered examples. 


The Missiles Gap 


The Special Investigations Subcommittee of the Senate Government Operations Committee 
(under the chairmanship of John L. McClellan, Arkansas Democrat) has held more than 500 
public hearings (taking testimony from more than 1500 witnesses) concerning the waste, ineffi- 
ciency, strikes, and general racketeering in the government's most vital defense effort — the mis- 
siles program. 


Here is some of the pertinent information which these hearings have produced: 
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» 1. Since 1957, there have been 327 strikes or 
work-stoppages at 22 missiles bases — causing a 
loss of 163,000 man-days of labor. 


2. Unions have forced an abnormal 12-hour 
shift on contractors, rigging the starting time so 
that they collected regular rate of pay the first 
4 hours, time-and-a-half the second four hours, 
and double overtime the last four hours. 


3. All 14 ironworkers at Cape Canaveral (108 
strikes, 87,000 man days lost there since 1957) 
average between $520 and $611 a week (the Sec- 
retary of Defense makes $480 a week). 


4. An apprentice electrician, brother-in-law of 
a union boss at Canaveral, collects $673 a week, 
equal to the salary of the Vice President of the 
United States. 


5. Another electrician at Canaveral makes 
as high as $748 a week—more than the combined 
salaries of Dr. Wernher von Braun and Vice- 
Admiral Rickover. 


6. Pay of plumbers and pipefitters range from 
$402 to $733 a week. Electricians average be- 
tween $413 and $670 per week. 


7. At Vandenberg Air Force Base, the plumb- 
ers and pipefitters refused to handle manifolds 
that arrived at the base pre-assembled. At first, 
they figured the amount of time required to 
assemble the manifolds and were permitted to 
sit out that time while drawing full pay. Now, 
they have enforced delivery of the manifolds 
un-assembled. 


8. At Cape Canaveral, the local head of the 
International Brotherhood of Electrical Work- 
ers exercises control over the thirty unions 
there. 


9. The ‘common-place’ wages at 
were $450 to $500 a week. 


10. Two elevator operators, members of the 
Operating Engineers Union, were paid $360 a 
week at Vandenberg Air Force Base. 


11. At Vandenberg, truck drivers earned $324 
per week; warehouse clerks, $262 per week. 
Common laborers earned $287 per week for dig- 
ging ditches and cleaning up the premises. This 
is higher than the earnings of full colonels in 
charge of the base. 


Canaveral 


12. There are many instances of workers at 
our missiles sites making as much as $26,000 a 
year. 


13. Tool rental companies were charging 399 
to 500 percent of the original cost of equipmen; 
just for short term rentals. 


McClellan’s own conclusions can be 
found on pages 7315-7316 of the Congressiong 
Record, May 11, 1961. The material in quotations 
below is in the Senator’s own words. The othe 
material is an accurate abbreviation of what he 
said: 


1. “ .. . it is irrefutable that much (of the 
time lost because of strikes and stoppages) . . , 
is lost forever in our desperate struggle to com. 
plete a missiles system . . .” although some of the 
lost time has been made up by over-time work, 
paid for at exorbitant rates. 


2. “Evidence has revealed that the Internation. 
al Brotherhood of Electrical Workers is collect. 
ing a 3-percent assessment from workers’ wages, 
This money is deducted by the employers and 
forwarded to the IBEW local. This work assess. 
ment is collected even from those who are not 
union members. More than a half million dollars 
have been collected by local No. 756 in this 
fashion.” (It should be noted that unions are 
exempt from federal income tax; and the dues 
which members pay unions are allowed as de. 
ductible expenses to the members, for federal 
income tax purposes). 


3. Officials of electronic companies testify that 
they could get their work done much faster, 
and at less than half the cost, if they could use 
their own union technicians, rather than the 
technicians which the International Brotherhood 
of Electrical Workers requires them to use. 
Nonetheless, the Air Force urges the electronic 
companies to subcontract their work in compli- 
ance with the requirements of the IBEW-in 
the interest of keeping ‘labor peace.’ 


4. One specific example of keeping ‘labor 
peace’: A Convair test conductor, trying to get 
some useful work out of employees temporarily 
idle, used the idle Convair workers to disconnect 
1000 wires in a blockhouse. This, IBEW officials 
alleged, was infringing on work that IBEW 
union members were supposed to have a mono- 
poly of. By threatening immediate walkout and 
work stoppage, IBEW officials forced Convair to 
have its workers reconnect the wires, so that 
IBEW members could disconnect them again. 
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5, “A typical example of union irresponsibility 
yas shown when we questioned Joseph Morgan, 
, Teamster business agent, about an organiza- 
ional strike by the Teamsters that stopped 
york on Cape Canaveral for a month. Rather 
than cooperate with the committee, Morgan in- 
yked the fifth amendment, thus demonstrating 
that we do have some fifth amendment patriots 
alling the shots in some of our missiles program.” 

6. At Cape Canaveral, contractors testified that 
they doubled normal labor costs in bidding for 
contracts because of low labor productivity. A 
sumber of contractors stopped bidding because 
of the prospects of going broke, and because 
they did not want to be a party to the racketeer- 
ing. 

7. “Many of these work stoppages were delib- 
ately called to create the need for overtime 
work. The testimony has shown that both the 
unions and men knew scheduled target dates 
had to be met and that postponing the work 
would necessitate lucrative overtime if the jobs 
were to be finished on time.” 


Bhere is at least one political purpose which 
the union bosses have served by calling strikes 
and work stoppages in our vital defense industries 
(but which Senator McClellan does not mention 
in his summary). 


President Kennedy's New Frontier legislative 
program demanded vast expansion of federal ex- 
penditures for ‘unemployment compensation.” So, 
the President ordered a survey to ‘prove’ how 
dteadful the unemployment situation in America 
was. Union bosses ordered many stoppages in our 
vital defense industries while the survey was be- 
ing made. The strikers, counted as ‘unemployed,’ 
bloated the ‘unemployment’ statistics, which the 
Kennedy Administration used as propaganda to 
force support for the desired “unemployment” 
legislation. 


Henry Gable, head of the Gable Electric Serv- 
ite in Dallas, which is working on six Canaveral 
ptojects, testified before the McClellan commit- 
tee on April 26, asserting that labor union officials 
at. Canaveral have deliberately slowed down the 
missile program. He said: 


“There is no way the communists could do 
this nation’s missile effort the damage done by 
labor at Cape Canaveral.” 


Nothing whatever has been done about the mon- 
strous situation in our missiles program. 


The McClellan Committee Hearings have been 
suspended so that President Kennedy and Secte- 
tary of Labor Goldberg can ‘take action.’ Some 
Senators have urged a “no-strike” law for in- 
dustries working on the missiles program. 


Such a law would do a little good, but it is 
not the remedy. The remedy is to repeal all fed- 
eral ‘labor-relations’ laws, and to subject all unions 
to the same federal anti-trust and taxing laws that 
govern business organizations. 


' This would eliminate the federal favoritism 
which has given union bosses monopolistic con- 
trol over American workers and industries. It 
would require the states to assume their inherent 
duty to maintain law and order and protect both 
workers and management against physical vio- 
lence and illegal harassment and destruction of 
property, at the hands of organized goons. 


with these steps, another should 
be taken: elimination of all government-owned 
and government-managed industrial plants, so 
that the armed forces would get out of the man- 
agement and production field. They would then 
order what they want from private firms, which 
could, in their own way, produce and deliver what 
their contracts required. Any business firm which 
committed fraud, or engaged in any kind of il- 
legal practice in connection with government con- 
tracts, should be severely prosecuted. 


A program like this would close the ‘missile 
gap’ in a hurry, and save American taxpayers bil- 
lions of dollars. NODE 


Black Is White 


0... of the things I am fed up with is the 
semantics of liberalism —the curious twisting of 
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language which reverses, or eliminates, the estab- 
lished meanings of words. For example, when a 
liberal says he believes in freedom through the 
processes of democracy, he generally means that 
he believes in something virtually identical with 
slavery under the dictatorship of the proletariat. 


At any rate, I’ve never understood the ‘think- 
speak’ of liberalism; but a recent column by Art 
Buchwald may have nudged me one step closer 
to understanding. 


Writing in Paris, Mr. Buchwald told of a 
family incident in which he had lost face with his 
seven-year-old son. 


The child blamed Buchwald for not adopting 
a cat which belonged to a neighborhood child 
named Antonio — also seven years old. Antonio’s 
mother had threatened to kill the cat (a mon- 
strously destructive creature) unless Antonio 
found a new home for it. 


Buchwald refused to give the cat a home, and 
the two seven-year-old boys denounced him for 
not preventing a cat-killing. In their logic, An- 
tonio’s mother was justified in deciding to kill 
the cat, but Buchwald was something less than 
heartless because he didn’t rescue the animal. 


les all right for union bosses and communists 
to stir up riots and insurrections and club people 
over the head to serve their own ends, but it’s 
dastardly for unorganized, ordinary citizens (who 
have been goaded, by government and profes- 
sional agitators, beyond the point of human en- 
durance) to react with ugly violence to their own 
instincts of self-preservation. 


Liberals, who say they hate communists, in- 
sist on love and kindness and forebearance and aid 
to communist dictators, but feel that every vigor- 
ous anti-communist should be crushed like a 
worm. 


Ace Buchwald should bring those seven-year- 
old boys to the states and get them good jobs on 
the New Frontier — one at UN Headquarters in 


New York, the other in the White House at Wash. 
ington. 


Lying About Gold 


I. 1960, when the gold crisis revealed to the 
world that policies of the American government 
had so debauched our currency and given away to 
other nations so much of our essential economic 
strength, that we were on the edge of chaos and 
ruin — and that it lay within the power of foreign 
bankers and governments to push us over that pre. 
cipice— our governmental leaders resolved to 
enlarge and accelerate the very programs which 
had caused the trouble. 


The gold crisis revealed that our foreign aid 
programs had also caused continuous deficits in 
our balance-of-international-payments — and that 
the net result of this had been a virtual giving 
away, to foreigners, of the American monetary 
gold reserve until our dollar was on the point of 
becoming a totally worthless currency. 


Determined to defend their precious foreign 
aid programs, State Department officials, in state- 
ments to the American public, denied that foreign 
aid had caused the shrinking of our gold reserve. 
Ip statements not intended for the American pub- 
lic, State Department officials asserted that our 


foreign aid programs were the exclusive cause of 


the shrinking. 


0. December 7, 1960, Livingston T. Merchant, 
Under Secretary of State for Political Affairs, 
spoke to the National Export Expansion Commit: 
tee at the Willard Hotel in Washington, D. C. 
Mr. Merchant said: 


“We have all been hearing a great deal recent- 
ly about our balance-of-payments and gold prob- 
lems, and it has been alleged that our programs 
Overseas are draining away our economic 


strength .... 


“A popular, but unfounded, view is that our 
foreign aid programs are the principle source 
of our balance-of-payments deficits.” 


Page 172 


F 
his 
ph 
eign 

om 

alleg 

State 

Offi 

of F 

whi 

uns 

Ger 

fore 

fror 

def 

ass 

no 

of 

of 

W 

anc 

Si 

A 

th 

na 

e 

| 
w 
| lo 


Vash. 


From that point on, Mr. Merchant threaded 

his way through a twisted series of carefully 

innuendoes which inferred that our for- 

eign aid programs had actually helped the Ameri- 

an economy — and that only an ignoramus would 

allege that they had caused the shrinking of our 
gold reserve. 


0. February 17, 1961, Under Secretary of 
State George W. Ball delivered to the Foreign 
Office of the Federal Republic of Germany the 
“United States Aide Memoire on the Balance 
of Payments Situation.” This was a memorandum 
which the State Department had prepared in its 
unsuccessful effort to beg the government of West 
Germany to help us carry the burden of our 
foreign aid programs. The Aide Memoire says: 


“The deficit of the United States arises wholly 
from its commitments and actions in the common 
defense of the Free World. Without these freely 
assumed obligations, the United States would 
now be running a heavy surplus in its balance 
of payments.” 


Lying About 
World-Government 


L. the October 31, 1960, issue of this Report 
("The Crisis’), I said that the post-war policies 
of our government, developed by communists in 
Washington before the end of World War II 
and slavishly followed by every administration 
since, were intended to: 


“(1) redistribute to other nations the great 
American reserve of gold which made our dollar 
the strongest currency in the world; 


“(2) build up the industrial capacity of other 
nations, at the expense of America, in order to 
¢liminate America’s preeminent productive su- 
periority; 

“(3) take away from American producers their 
world markets, and even their domestic Ameri- 
can markets, until capitalistic America would no 
longer dominate world trade; 
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“(4) entwine American affairs . . . with those 
of other nations until America could no longer 
have an independent policy, either domestic or 
foreign: until America could not return to her 
traditional foreign policy of maintaining nation- 
al independence, nor to free private capitalism 
as an economic system.” 


Aaicvicsss ‘liberals’ violently denounce such as- 
sertions. But look again at the Aide Memoire 
which our State Department delivered to the 
West German government on February 17, 1961: 
it ascribed to our post war policies virtually the 
same intent that I had ascribed to them. Here are 
key passages from the Aide Memoire: 


. we must begin by recognizing that we 
are interdependent in all we do; and that our 
common burdens must be shared in a way that 
our people will recognize as fair . . . . we must 
design formulae which . . . make allowance, as 
we do in our domestic taxation systems, for the 
principle that the richer among us shall bear a 
higher relative burden than the poorer. 


“In addition, we must all come to recognize a 
principle on which the United States has acted 
in the years after the Second World War. That 
principle is that a sustained accumulation of gold 
and other international reserves by any one 
country is disruptive to the international com- 
munity. Especially now, when trade is expanding 
faster than gold production, we must learn to use 
our reserves On a communal basis, . . . 


“Our common task is to design a reserves 
policy . . . which will recognize the responsibili- 
ties to the common interest of surplus and deficit 
nations alike. 


“In order to give effect to this principle, the 
outflow of long term capital from surplus na- 
tions, especially to the developing countries, 
should approach or exceed their export surplus 
to the world as a whole.” 


Lying About OECD 


0. March 16, 1961, the U. S. Senate ap- 
proved American membership in the Organiza- 
tion for Economic Co-Operation and Develop- 
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ment, which I had characterized (in the Febru- 
aty 20, 1961, issue of this Report) as a scheme 
to tax the American people for foreign aid, but 
to take all control away from the people by chan- 
neling foreign aid through an international or- 
ganization. 

Many of my subscribers criticized the Senators 
who had voted for American membership in 
OECD. Many of the ‘liberal’ Senators replied 
with inferences, or direct statements, to the ef- 
fect that I was lying when I asserted that OECD 
would have anything to do with American for- 
eign aid—although the OECD Treaty which 
the Senators ratified specifically pledges member 
nations to make joint contributions to the eco- 
nomic development of other nations. 


_ ae the State Department Aide Mem- 
oite of February 17, 1961, proves that OECD 
was conceived for the purpose of perpetuating 
foreign aid, through an international agency. Here 
is a passage from the closing paragraph of the 
State Department Aide Memoire: 


“The government of the United States believes 
that the question of equitable shares in the com- 
mon effort to assist the underdeveloped nations 
of the Free World should be urgently examined 
with OEEC, in anticipation of the OECD coming 
into effect ... .” 


. About Cuba 


Tnciniguoit the political campaign of 1960, 
John F. Kennedy criticized‘ the Eisenhower ad- 
ministration for “permitting” the communists to 
take over Cuba. That part of his indictment was 
accurate; but Kennedy, as a Senator, had sup- 
ported the Eisenhower policy with regard to 
Castro and Cuba. 


Moreover, Kennedy’s “indictment” of the Re- 
publican’s Cuba policy contained four major 
counts, which were entirely false. In a speech at 
Cincinnati on October 6, 1960, Kennedy listed 


the four counts. Below are the two most signif. 
cant ones: 


(1) Kennedy said: 


“We refused to help Cuba meet its desperate 
need for economic progress.” 


That is a monumental misstatement of fact 
America has been subsidizing the Cuban economy 
for years —and, under Kennedy, is still subs. 
dizing the communist regime there. 


(2) Kennedy said: 


“We used the influence or our government to 
advance the interests and increase the profits of 
private American companies which dominate the 
island’s economy.” 


That’s another ‘monumental.’ This same view. 
point is expressed in the Kremlin’s handbook on 
communist propaganda in the western hemisphere. 
The American government does play favorites 
with some American business interests — like the 
Rockefellers — who have heavy investments in 
Latin America. But, generally, the greatest ‘eco- 
nomic progress’ that has ever been made in Cuba 
(and most other Latin American nations) has te- 
sulted from private American investments in those 
countries. 


Practically every central American nation would 
today still be disease-infested swamps, peopled 
by primitive people enslaved by a few families 
of local origin — if it were not for private Ameti- 
can business firms which invested heavily to te 
claim and develop the rich natural resources of 
those nations. 


[, 1960, Kennedy criticized the Eisenhower ad- 
ministration for not helping destroy the Batista re 
gime in Cuba — although the Eisenhower admit: 
istration did (in violation of our principle of 
non-intervention except when necessary to pfo 
tect the legal rights of our own nation and citi 
zens) help destroy Batista. 
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Our National Disgrace 


Biving discovered, by his comments on the 
Cuban situation in the 1960 campaign, that the 
American people wanted a manly and vigorous 
mational policy toward Castro, Kennedy started 
implying that he would adopt such a policy. But 
ina book that he wrote the year before (Strategy 
of Peace, published by Harper in 1959) Kennedy 
had said: 


“Whether Castro would have taken a more 
rational course had the United States government 
...given the fiery young rebel a warmer welcome 
in his hour of triumph, especially on his trip te 
this country, we can not be sure.” 


What self-respecting American can ever for- 
get the shame of what our State Department (on 
the recommendation of Milton Eisenhower) did 
for Castro “in his hour of triumph”? The hour 
—the moment — Castro arrived in Havana (a 
conquering communist insurrectionist who had 
already spat on the rights of American citizens 
and of the American nation) our State Depart- 
ment extended the Castro gang formal diplo- 
matic recognition as the “duly constituted gov- 
ernment” of Cuba! 


What self-respecting American can ever for- 
get the fawning and obsequious treatment given 
Castro during his triumphal visit to the United 
States ? 


0: all the disgrace which our‘people have ever 
suffered in connection with Castro, the most de- 
grading is the ransom-payoff movement now be- 
ing sponsored by Milton Eisenhower, Walter Reu- 
ther, and Eleanor Roosevelt. 


On the night of May 17, 1961, Castro in a 
tadio broadcast at Havana, made the most vicious 
speech of his career. Speaking of 1000 prisoners 
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who had been jailed because of the attempted 
invasion of Cuba a month before, Castro said: 


“They will have to work well to earn their 
bread, and so they will be put to work for the 
peasants. If the imperialists don’t want their 
worms to work, let them trade them for tractors.” 

Castro needs American tractors in his commu- 
nist program of “collectivizing” Cuban agricul- 
ture. 


Surety every decent American was sick with 
disgust that our nation had been maneuvered into 
the position even of hearing such taunting in- 
sults from such a person. Surely, every decent 
American wished we had a President who would 
have answered Castro with a determined ulti- 
matum: every American citizen imprisoned in 
Cuba, and every Cuban refugee imprisoned there 
who had been arrested while participating in an 
American-supported operation, would be released 
and delivered to proper American authorities with- 
in twenty-four hours, or else! 


But surely no decent American expected that 
Castro’s contemptuous (and lying) offer to trade 
human beings for tractors would receive respectful 
attention in the United States! 


Mrs. Franklin D. Roosevelt, Dr. Milton S. 
Eisenhower and Walter Reuther formed a “‘com- 
mittee” to raise money for the purchase of 500 
American tractors to pay Castro’s ransom demand. 


D. B. Lewis, President of Dr. Ross Dog Food 
Company, 817 East 18th Street, Los Angeles, sent 
a wire to President Kennedy saying he would con- 
tribute $1000 toward the expense of sending Mrs. 
Roosevelt, Eisenhower, and Reuther to Castro as 
gifts — knowing that they would be sympathet- 
ically happy there, and hoping that the removal 
of their influence from the United States might 


help clear the atmosphere in our own country. 
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Unions Exempt, of Course 


0. April 27, 1961, the Post Office Depart- 
ment in Washington sent to all Postmasters a 
“Statement of Policy” which says: 


“In implementing the President’s Policy con- 
cerning minority groups, it has been determined 
that post office facilities and/or the post office 
name cannot be associated in any way with any 
recreational activities in which discrimination is 
practiced against any minority group. This is in- 
terpreted as excluding the use of post office facili- 
ties and/or the post office name in any manner 
as identifying post office employees who partici- 
pate in any bowling, baseball, soft-ball, golf, 
picnics, or other recreational activities involving 
teams or leagues where discrimination against 
any minority group is practiced, either by the 
post office team or any of the competing teams. 


“EXCEPTION: 


“Formally organized employee unions are ex- 
cepted from the above statement of policy, since 
they are in a position to establish their own mem- 
bership rules... .” 


The President's political policies must now con- 
trol the private lives of government employees 
— unless, of course, those employees belong to a 
“union” which puts them in a position to establish 


from that university in 1938 and 1940. 


In 1941, he joined the faculty at [larvard as a Teaching Fellow in English, doing graduate work for the degree 
of Doctor of Philosophy in the field of American Civilization. 


In 1942, he took leave of absence from Harvard in order to join the FBI. At the close of the war, he stayed 


in the FBI, rather than return to Harvard. 


He served as an FBI Agent in all parts of the nation, handling all kinds of assignments. But for three and a 
half years, he worked exclusively on communist investigations in the industrial midwest. For two years following 
that, he was on FBI headquarters staff in Washington, as an Administrative Assistant to J. Edgar Hoover. 


After nine and a half years in the FBI, Smoot resigned to help start the Facts Forum movement in Dallas. As 
the radio and television commentator for Facts Forum, Smoot, for almost four years spoke to a national audience 


giving both sides of great controversial issues. 


In July, 1955, he resigned and started his own independent program, in order to give only one side — the 
side that uses fundamental American principles as a yardstick for measuring all important issues. 


If you believe that Dan Smoot is providing effective tools for those who want to think and talk and write on 
by subscribing, and encouraging others to subscribe, to The Dam 


the side of freedom, you can help immensely 
Smoot Report. 


don’t belong to a union (such as the Post Offic 
‘Bowling League), establish their own member 


WHO IS DAN SMOOT? 


Dan Smoot was born in Missouri. Reared in Texas, he attended SMU in Dallas, taking BA and MA degrees 
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“their own membership rules”! 


Why can postal workers who are members of 
‘organized employee unions’ practice discrimify. 
tion in their social activities, while ‘non-unioy 
postal employees are forced to be non-discrinj. 
nating in their social life, as the President sees fit 


If ‘discrimination’ is evil, why isn’t it uniform. 
ly evil? 


Why does union membership give postal em. 
ployees a sacred-cow status even in the eyes of 
President Kennedy? 


Why can’t a group of post office employees, who 


ship rules? 


Does their non-membership status make them 
mentally and morally incapable of using inde 
pendent judgment? 


Way don’t the American people ask J. Edward 
Day, the Postmaster General, in Washington 
D. C. to explain the fine distinctions which pre 
scribe freedom-of-choice for union members, and 
dictatorial controls for non-union postal em 
ployees? 
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THE DAN SMOOT STORY 


by Mabeth E. Smoot 


; Office Ray man who earns (or otherwise acquires) the reputation of being a formulator of public 
ember. f opinion, has certain obligations to the public. 


One obligation is to answer, honestly, the proper and sensible questions which the public 
e them asks about him: Who is he? What are his aims? How does he operate? What prompted him to 
x inde § express his opinions in the first place? What is his religious faith, education and background? 


There is one infrequent query which seems to assume that a commentator who is a “pro- 
fessional patriot” can have no honorable means of support: Who pays his bills? 


; a whose comments on public affairs reach a substantial audience, find it impossible to 
ington, F answer, personally, all the questions that come in each day’s mail. 


Dan Smoot’s radio-television broadcasts and published Report reach several million people 
each week. A great number of his readers and listeners are sufficiently interested in his efforts, 
and his opinions, to ask for additional information about him. 


ly this effort to answer the questions most frequently asked, and to explain why, and 


how, The Dan Smoot Report came into being six years ago: June 29th, 1955. 


gre Personal lHlistory 


egree lh, 1957, Dan Smoot wrote about himself: 

ayed “I am an American. I was born in 1913, near East Prairie, in the southeast corner of 
Missouri. 

nd a “I know little about my people. From their names and their appearances and their atti- 


wing — tude toward life, and from what I have later learned about the history of the westward move- 
ment, I surmise that my people were Scotch-Irish and Dutch. 


s. As 
ience 
THE DAN SMOOT REPORT, a magazine edited and published weekly by Dan Smoot, nit address 
il P.O. Box 9538, Lakewood Station, Dallas 14, Texas, Telephone TAylor 4-8683 (Office Address 6441 Gaston ee 
3 Avenue). Subscription rates: $10.00 a year, $6.00 for 6 months, $3.00 for 3 months, $18.00 for two years. ae 
For first class mail $12.00 a year by airmail (including APO and FPO) $14.00 a year. Reprints of specific ss 
_ issues: 1 copy for 25¢; 6 for $1.00; 50 for $5.50; 100 for $10.00—each price for bulk mailing to one person. 
an 
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“The Dutch moved down the beautiful Shen- 
andoah Valley from Pennsylvania, blending with 
the restless Scotch-Irish in the hills of Virginia, 
to push westward in the great trek that settled 
Missouri, Kentucky, and southern Illinois. 


“I remember my maternal grandfather as a 
powerful figure, owner of a great expanse of 
rich prairie land, bordering the backwater region 
of the Mississippi River. His holdings, which may 
not have been as expansive as I imagined, were 
apparently lost in the first post-war depression 
of the early twenties. 


“My father was a dirt-poor farmer from the 
bottom lands, a tenant on his father-in-law’s place, 
when I was born. He had little formal schooling, 
but he taught me to love books. Before I entered 
a one-room country school house for my first year 
of formal learning, at the age of seven, I had 
already read such books as David Copperfield, 
Moby Dick, Treasure Island, and (of all things) 
Uncle Tom’s Cabin. 


“My father died in 1923. My mother died a 
year later. 


“As a teen-ager, I did just about every kind of 
manual work that boy, or man, ever did for a 
living: from chopping cotton in Arkansas to shin- 
ing shoes in Denver; from mining coal in south- 
ern Illinois to riding fence on a great sprawling 
ranch in western Nebraska. At the age of 13, I 
even got one job stirring mash at a moonshiner’s 
still in western Kentucky. 


“I followed the harvests as a field hand 
throughout the midwest; and I rode freight trains 
over the United States, picking up odd jobs, dur- 
ing the days of the Great Depression. 


“I had a wonderful time. The Depression left 
no scars on me. 


“I saw America, mighty and magnificent, with 
_ the great and generous heart—as I wish our pres- 
ent-day crop of liberals and socialists and bleed- 
ing-hearts and professional up-lifters-of-the-down- 
trodden could see her. 


“I ran into some tough gangs of hoodlums in 
the hobo jungles around St. Louis and Chicago. 
I worked with some rough characters on the 
Mississippi levee. And the Kentucky moonshiner 
who hired me to stir his mash was not a pillar 
of the community. 


“But nowhere in those years of wandering did 
I find a stranger who tried to victimize me. 
- Everywhere, I met people who were willing to 
take me at face value and give me a break. A 


“great nation had been brought to her knees in 


the economic backwash of a major war, but he 
people instinctively reached a helping hand 
one another. 


“I once met a young preacher in an em 
boxcar, traveling down the western slope of the 
Rockies. He opened his Bible and read me a fey 
passages above the roar of the rails. When hy 
got around to asking me where I was going and 
I told him I didn’t know, he reached in hj, 
pocket and pulled out $1.79—all the money he 
had. 


“He handed it to me, saying: 


“‘T’ll be among friends in a few hours, and |] 
won't need it.’ 


“Tl pay it back,’ I told him. 
“With a wonderful smile, he said: 


“You'll pay that back ten thousand times over 
before you die.’ 


“He was an American. And that was my be. 
loved America, where people had a unique, and 
wonderful, sense of individual responsibility for 
themselves and each other. 


“One day in January, 1931, I arrived in Dallas, 

“The endless blue skies, the bright warm sun. 
shine, and the friendly, smiling people convinced 
me that this was paradise. I’ve never changed 
my mind about Texas. 


“Three weeks after my arrival in Dallas—a 
the very bottom of the depression—I was on a 
regular payroll: working on the ‘bull-gang’ a 
Ben E. Keith Company, a wholesale produce firm. 


“Tom Ransom, the manager, put me to work 
fifteen hours a day, six days a week, for $40.00 
a month. He didn’t need me, but I needed a job. 
Tom Ransom believed in jobs—not handouts. 

“He didn’t know anything about up-lift, and 
fringe-benefits, and welfare, and the brotherhood 


~of-man. But he knew a lot about produce—and 


men. He completed my education in individual: 
ism. 


“I worked at Keith’s for the next nine years 
In those nine years, I acquired a wife, a high 
school diploma, and B.A. and M.A. degrees at 
Southern Methodist University—in that order. 


“Tom Ransom died before I finished college: 
that was the saddest day I had ever known.” 


Education 


Bas Smoot received a Teaching Fellowship + 
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garvard in 1941, and enrolled in the graduate 
giool to work for a doctorate of philosophy in 
american Civilization. At Harvard, during the 
fav months that preceded Pearl Harbor, he was 
afoduced to an ‘intellectual climate’ which puz- 
dled him: 

“Some of my friends in the graduate school 
ind associates on the faculty at Harvard had an 
attitude toward America which I had never en- 
quntered before. They wanted to make over 
our governmental and social institutions in the 
image of Europe. They were delighted with what 
franklin D. Roosevelt had already done, but 
Roosevelt wasn’t moving fast enough to please 
them. 

“And then came Pearl Harbor. 


“It was years before I knew anything about 
the political intrigue which preceded Pearl Har- 
bor. All I knew then was that the day of infamy 
had dawned. A foul enemy had made an ‘un- 
provoked’ attack against my America. 


“I tried to join the army. None of the armed 
forces would have me: they told me I had broken- 
down arches and red-green color-blindness. 

“My wife — seeing my despair — suggested the 
FBI. I knew nothing about the FBI, but pre- 
sumed that it was some kind of cloak-and-dagger 
branch of the military services. 


“I applied, and ultimately got in — somehow 
passing the same military physicals that the mili- 
tary said I couldn’t pass.” 


FBI Service 


Dan Smoot entered on duty as an Agent of the 
FBI on March 23, 1942. During the first year of his 
service, he was assigned to the Portland, Oregon, 
San Francisco, and Dallas Field Offices. In August, 
1943, he was transferred to Cleveland, Ohio, and 
assigned to a special squad, investigating com- 
munists, where he worked for three years. Later, 
he wrote: 


“My first important case there involved a well- 
known communist, formerly of Cleveland, who 
was then holding an administrative job in a sensi- 
tive war agency in Washington. Six weeks after I 
had completed my investigation and written an 
exhaustive report detailing the man’s provable 


communist activities over a period of years, the 


Page 


commie received an important promotion in 
government service. 

“There were other, similar cases: in one in- 
vestigation, I developed air-tight perjury cases on 
three important communist labor leaders in 
Cleveland. 


“Two or three months after my FBI reports 
on them were sent to the Department of Justice, 
the FBI received a terse letter from the Depart- 
ment saying, ‘it is not felt that prosecution of 
these individuals would be in the national inter- 
est at this time.’ 


“They never were prosecuted.” 


A Study of Subversion 


A. the close of World War II, Mr. Smoot was 
invited, as a result of the teaching reputation he 
had established, to accept another Teaching Fel- 
lowship at Harvard. He declined, having de- 
veloped an intense interest in the cause and effect 
of communist infiltration and influence in the 
political, economic, educational, and spiritual in- 
stitutions of the United States. 


In abandoning the role of teacher, he also gave 
up his Harvard graduate studies in American 
Civilization. But his FBI service enabled him to 
do extensive research in the study of ‘the great 
American betrayal.’ 


In 1946, Mr. Smoot was transferred from the 
Cleveland Office to FBI headquarters staff in 
Washington, as an Administrative Assistant to 
J. Edgar Hoover. 


During the next two years he became even 
more acutely concerned about the powerful, often 


controlling, influence of foreign ideologies in 


American national affairs: an influence which was 
rapidly pushing America into the entangling web 
of international socialism, and destroying the old 
American principle of constitutionally limited 
government. 


In 1948, due to illness in his family, Dan Smoot 
requested, and received, a transfer from the Wash- 
ington headquarters staff to the Dallas, Texas, 
Field Office of the FBI. He served as an Agent in 
the Dallas Office until he resigned from FBI serv- 
ice in the summer of 1951. 
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Ateer leaving FBI service, he wrote: 


“I did not really become aware of communism 
until 1943 when the FBI assigned me the job of 
investigating communists. This was, at first, a 
_ shattering experience for me. . 


“I noticed that persons who spoke out strongly 
and plainly about communism were gutted with 
public slander, from the White House, from the 
offices of cabinet members, from the halls of Con- 
gress. And the slander would be repeated and 
amplified from pulpits and speaker’s platforms 
and editorial pages and radio microphones all 
over the country. 


“I was bewildered until I realized why. 


“The American people then thought—as many 
of them still think—that they hated communists 
and communism; but large numbers of them had 
already been captured by the communist idea. 


“Roosevelt-Truman new-dealers then (like 
modern republicans and new frontiersmen later) 
were sensitive about any fundamental criticism 
of communism because the philosophy of com- 
munism is closely similar to the philosophy of 
‘liberalism’ which has dominated the intellectual 
and political life of America since 1933. 


“The old American ideas about our federal 
government—as found in the Constitution and the 
Declaration of Independence; in the history of 
the Revolutionary War; and in the biographies 
of Washington, Jefferson, Madison, Henry, and 
Adams—were apparently held in contempt by the 
liberals who came into power in 1933. 


“Franklin Roosevelt had referred to the Con- 
stitution as a ‘horse and buggy document.’ Other 
leaders and opinion-formers were more subtle: 
they spoke glowingly of our new leadership; they 
praised the big-brother responsibility of govern- 
ment in the affairs of the people; they encour- 
aged the idea that the future of the United States 
depended, not on the moral strength and indi- 
vidual effort of her people, but on the power and 
bounty of her federal government. 


“Jefferson had said: in questions of political 
power, don’t talk to me about confidence in men. 
Don’t trust anyone with political power; just bind 
all governmental officials down from mischief 
with the chains of a constitution so that they can- 
not harm the people. 


“The early American patriots knew that gov- 
ernment can give the people nothing that govern- 
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ment has not first taken away from them—ang 
that whatever government gives back is always 
less than what it takes. 


“These were the American ideas: which 
duced our union of sovereign states and left oy; 
people so free and unmolested by their own gov. 
ernment that they converted the backward, primi. 
tive American wilderness into the most powerful 
and productive nation in human history. 


“But by 1943—after only ten years of the new 
deal, and only two years after we had accepted 
Godless, bloodthirsty, political regime as our ally 
in a horrible war—these basic American ideas had 
become almost subversive. Today, many of the 
victims of this brainwashing can hear the old con. 
stitutional Jeffersonian-Madisonian ideas on ra. 
dio or television and think they are communistic 
—because they are so strangely different from the 
popular concept of government which we have 
so long endured.” 


Public Action 


L. June, 1951 — one week after his resignation 
from the FBI— Dan Smoot joined the staff of 


_ Facts Forum in (Dallas, Texas), a newly formed 


educational organization, designed to encourage 
public interest in political and economic affairs 
His job was to select subjects of national im. 
portance, direct research, and present pro-and- 
con arguments on radio and television. Within 
three years, his weekly, thirty-minute broadcasts 
were on 350 radio stations and 80 television sta- 
tions throughout the nation. 


These pro-and-con discussions required that 
he divide his broadcasts equally, giving the social- 
ist-liberalist point of view as much discussion time 
as he gave his own constitutional-conservative 
opinions. He was amazed at his apparent success 
in his ‘solo-debate’ role: while prominent liberals, 
like Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt, complained that he 
‘slanted’ his broadcasts with his own ‘reactionary 
ideas, many other listeners wrote him complain- 
ing that they could never tell which side he was on. 


ae of these broadcasts, he wrote: 


“I received well over a hundred thousand let- 
ters, most of them from people who liked the na 
tionalist, pro-American, anti-communist, anti-s0 
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galist; anti-big-government side of my broad- 
casts. 

“They urged me to give up the ‘foolish’ two- 
sides, saying it was ridiculous and hypocritical for 
one man to argue a question from two opposite 

ints-of-view and sound as if he believed what 
he was saying on both sides. They said the two- 
sided program confused people who were not al- 
ready rather well acquainted with the great, fun- 
damental struggle of our time: collectivism versus 
individualism. 
|“ resigned from Facts Forum in June, 1955, 
and started my own independent publishing ef- 
| fort, The Dan Smoot Report, to give only one 
side—the side that uses old-fashioned American, 
constitutional principles as a yardstick for meas- 
uring all important issues.” 


Free Enterprise Effort 


Dan Smoot’s association with Facts Forum, a 
subsidized organization, lead many people to be- 
lieve (and mistakenly assert) that The Dan Smoot 
Report, and its associated efforts, are still subsi- 
dized by wealthy, Texas oil interests. This claim 
(often stated as fact) is completely false. Since his 
resignation from Facts Forum in 1955, Mr. Smoot 
has had no connection or association with that 
otganization, or with its sponsor. 

The Dan Smoot Report is a free enterprise 
effort. The first issue of the Report was published 
June 29, 1955. It was called Dan Smoot Speaks, 
and its lead article was entitled “This Is My Side.” 


Rabwering questions about the beginning of 
his independent publishing effort, Dan Smoot 
explained: © 

“My wife and I began by sending a copy of 
that first issue (together with a cover-letter ex- 
plaining what we were trying to do) to approxi- 
mately 30,000 people. Our ‘office’ was our dining 
room table! We invested all the money we had 
in that first mailing. 


“We had agreed that if we received as many as 
2,000 subscriptions from the first mailing, we 
would have enough capital to continue. But if 
little interest was shown in the uncompromising 
ideas of freedom to which the publication was 
dedicated, we would return any money that we 
had received, and forget the whole idea, since we 
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had no additional funds for further advertising— 
or for feeding our two children. 


“We did not receive 2,000 subscriptions by re- 
turn mail. But within a week we had received 
nine hundred checks, most of them for three- 
month trial subscriptions. 


“Along with the 900 checks, we received about 
500 letters, each one unique in expression and 
appearance and length, but all saying essentially 
the same thing: “Thank God for what you are do- 
ing! America needs this kind of news-analysis. 
You have given us new hope. Please don’t stop.’ 


“That first mailing fell far short of bringing in 
the money we needed to keep going; but it 
brought us so much encouragement and such a 
sense of obligation to the 900 people who had 
sent checks, that we couldn’t stop. 


_ “We had agreed that we would neither borrow 
nor accept subsidy (if any were offered) to finance 
our effort. Since we believed in the importance of 
free enterprise to the health of America, it 
seemed reasonable that we practice it ourselves. 


“And we did. We couldn’t afford to hire any 
help, and the dining room table got a bit crowd- 
ed before we could rent an office. We ran a real 
sweatshop as long as Mrs. Smoot and I were the 
only hands the business could afford. Our hours 
were comparable to those of slave-laborers, and 
our income during the first year established a 
new low in minimum wages. | : 


“In other words, we did what thousands of 
other Americans have done during the past two 
hundred years: we risked everything we had on a 
business that would enable us to make a living 


in the kind of work we enjoyed, and thought im- 
portant. 


“We both regard the cause of freedom as no- 
ble; but we have never felt saintly, or martyrly, 


or apologetic because we chose the business of 
telling the freedom story. 


“Eight months after Dan Smoot Speaks began, 
I decided that the name sounded frightfully pom- 
pous; and we changed it to The Dan Smoot Re- 


Growth 


Doterest in this Report, increased slowly. Sub- 
scriptions did not continue to come in at the 
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rate of 900 a week, but at an average of about 
100 a month during the first three years. But the 
Report had an advertising department that money 
couldn’t have bought: its subscribers, many of 
whom made enormous personal effort to influence 
others to subscribe. 


The Dan Smoot radio and television programs 
had, of course, been cancelled when he resigned 
from Facts Forum. He had hoped to attract new 
commercial sponsorship for a weekly, fifteen- 
minute radio and television program based on 
each week’s published Report. He soon discovered 
that while his old pro-and-con broadcasts had 
been an ‘acceptable’ broadcasting technique, the 
new program giving only the Constitutional, free- 
enterprise, anti-communism, anti-big-government, 
anti-socialist view of important current events, 
did not find a ready market. 


He could offer a fifteen-minute radio pro- 
gram for commercial sponsorship immediately, 
because production costs are low; and his first 
customer in 1955, was Mr. Charles Hollis, of 
Interstate Lumber Company, which sponsored Dan 
Smoot on one radio station in Dallas. Other busi- 
nessmen— even some who had urged Smoot to 
abandon the leftwing side of his old pro-and-con 
broadcasts — were afraid to sponsor the new Dan 
Smoot program, which didn’t have a leftwing 
side. They said it was ‘controversial.’ 


Television reaches a much larger audience than 
radio; but producing transcribed programs for 
television is costly. One small sponsor couldn’t 
afford it. It would take several small sponsors, or 
one large one, before a weekly television broad- 
cast could be produced. 


Fe a year and a half, Dan Smoot waited for 
the right man to show up: a businessman with 
enough advertising budget to pay for television; 
with enough understanding to realize that the 
cause of freedom would die in America if the left- 
wingers maintained their virtual monopoly on this 
medium of mass communication; with enough 
sense to see that most socialist propaganda on 
television was (and still is) financed by business- 
men trying to advertise their products and that 


_man he had been waiting for: D. B. Lewis, Presi- 
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there was (and still is) a desperate need fo 
some businessmen to use their advertising funds jy 
defense of American constitutional principles. 
with enough character to care; and with enough 
courage to ‘jeopardize’ his business by pioneering 
patriotic television advertising. 


White waiting for such a man, Mr. Smoot 
filled his ‘Fearless American’ file with letters from 
businessmen who said: 


“We can’t sponsor a controversial program like 
yours, but I did want you to know that we agree 
with you and are behind you 100%. You ate 
doing a great job. Don’t stop — but please don't 
use my name.” 


Such A Man 


L. the fall of 1956, while in Los Angeles to 
speak at the Freedom Club, Dan Smoot met the 


dent of Lewis Food Company, 817 East 18th 
Street, Los Angeles 21, California, manufacturer 
of animal foods (Dr. Ross, Skippy). 


l. that first conversation with Dan Smoot, D. B. 
Lewis said: 


“I like the way you tell the freedom story in 
that sheet of yours, but you can’t reach enough 
people fast enough. The socialists have practi 
cally all the big newspapers and magazines and 
they control practically all broadcasting. They're 
using our money to destroy our freedom and ruin 
our country and get us ready to become part of 
a communist world government. 


“And most of the public brainwashing which 
keeps the American people from realizing what's 
happening is financed by the advertising money 
of businessmen. Some businessmen do this delib- 
erately, because they’re getting rich and powerful 
on government contracts and favoritism, the same 
as the union bosses are. Some don’t care. Some 


ern 
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are so brainwashed themselves that they don't 
know what’s going on. And the businessmen who 


do realize what’s happening, don’t have enough 
guts to fight it. 


“I'd like to see you telling the freedom story 
on radio and television every week. Dr. Ross 
could sponsor you out here on the coast. The gov- 
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gament and all leftwingers will fight us, but I 
think the American people will go for it.” 


M:. Lewis was right: the American people did 

for the Dan Smoot Americanism news-analyses 
on radio and television. But opposition to these 
weekly broadcasts developed in an area where 
neither Mr. Lewis nor Mr. Smoot had really ex- 
pected it—in the broadcasting industry itself. D. 
B, Lewis—one of the biggest and oldest users of 
radio-television for commercial advertising (and, 
therefore, one of the industry’s most respected 
customers on the West Coast) had to fight every 
inch of the way to buy time on radio and television 
for Dan Smoot’s Americanism news-reporting. 


The big television networks—ABC, NBC, CBS 
—bluntly told Mr. Lewis that they would not per- 
mit the Dan Smoot Report on any network-owned 
stations. By cancelling other large advertising 
budgets and otherwise exerting economic pres- 
sures, Mr. Lewis ultimately beat down industry re- 
sistance to the Dan Smoot Report and managed 
to buy decent time for the weekly broadcasts on 
independent radio and television stations through- 
out the Dr. Ross Dog Food market area: in Ha- 
waii, California, Oregon, Washington, Idaho, 
Utah, Nevada, and Arizona. 


M.. Lewis’s pioneering venture in commercially 
sponsoring Americanism news-reporting on tele- 
vision began in the spring of 1957. Public response 
was immediate and astonishing. D. B. Lewis says: 


" “When we started to sponsor the Dan Smoot 


Report, many of my friends said that I was crazy, 
that the people weren’t interested in saving the 
country. I made up my mind that since I was 
actually working for the government anyway, we 
would all end up as slaves in another ten years 
at the rate we were going if the tide couldn’t be 
changed, and the only way I know to turn the 
tide is through an informed public. 


“To my amazement, the Dan Smot program 
quickly turned out to be the greatest advertising 
buy we have ever made. It is the only program 
we have ever had where people are so grateful for 
Dan Smoot that they sit down and write letters 
and enclose labels from our products to show 
that they are buying our merchandise as a result 


of the program. At the beginning, I thought the 
program would be a public service; I did not 
expect these sales. Today it is still providing an 
excellent public service, but it is also a very prof- 
itable program from the standpoint of sales.” 


B, 1961, 12 other business firms in 12 cities in 
Texas, Illinois, Louisiana, South Carolina, Vir- 
ginia, Wyoming, Florida, and New Mexico were 
sponsoring the Dan Smoot broadcasts. Experience 
has proven that the public likes the Dan Smoot 
broadcasts, and expresses its appreciation convinc- 


ingly. Moreover, neither Dan Smoot, nor any of | 


his sponsors, nor any radio-television station has 
ever been threatened with any kind of legal action 
(FCC action, lawsuit, or any thing of the sort) as 
a result of the broadcasts. 


Nonetheless, the broadcasting industry’s resist- 
ance to Americanism news-reporting continues, 
and in many areas is increasing. The suppression 
of the American constitutionalist viewpoint in 
news-feporting, by the broadcasting industry it- 
self, is the main reason why the Smoot broadcasts 
do not yet have national coverage. 


What Is He Trying to Do? 


Das Smoot is a political constitutionalist who 
feels that we must decentralize governmental 
power and re-establish the American federation of 
sovereign states, held together in union by a fed- 
eral government whose powers are clearly speci- 
fied and limited by the Constitution: 


“Under such a federal system, which our Con- 
stitution established, it was possible for state 
governments to experiment with social and wel- 
fare legislation without endangering the whole 
nation. If a state went too far, or not far enough, 
in its taxing and spending for welfare programs, 
it would lose good and productive citizens and 
private organizations to other states. Experience 
and competition among the states would enable 
people to find some reasonable answer to the 
question of just how much governmental inter- 
vention in the private affairs of citizens is neces- 
sary. 

“But when we permit the federal government 
to tax and spend for social welfare, we transform 
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that government into an uncontrollable colossus 
of political and economic power which usurps 
the powers and revenue of the states, under the 
pretext of giving them aid; and which robs and 
enslaves the people, under the pretext of taking 
care of them. 


“All officials of the federal government should 
be compelled to obey the Constitution, literally, 
without the slightest deviation. This could be 
done, if citizens would use the Constitution as 
their voting guide and as their yardstick for meas- 
uring all activities of the federal government. 


“No matter how well-intentioned a federal 
program; no matter how honorable and patriotic 
the people who support and administer it; no 
matter how big a majority of the citizens them- 
selves may want the program—when our federal 
government does something which it has no con- 
stitutional grant of power to do, our government 
is a dictatorship. It may for a while seem a good 
dictatorship, but every government which is per- 
mitted to become a dictatorship must ultimately 
resort to the same kind of brutal tactics that the 
Soviets use to maintain what they regard as their 
own ‘good’ dictatorship of the proletariat. 


“If the people want the federal government to 
do something which the Constitution does not 
clearly authorize, or if changing times make any 
provision of the Constitution unsuitable for our 
day, the people should change their Constitution 
in strict compliance with the amendment process 
specified in the Constitution—and not permit it 
to be changed through usurpation of power or 
through reinterpretation of meaning, by a Con- 
gress, a President, or a Court. 


“I believe that approximately 80% of every- 
thing the federal government is presently doing is 
in violation of the plainly stated principles and 
provisions of our Constitution. I think this 
should be pointed our relentlessly, and endlessly, 
until the people of America become thoughtfully 
vigilant, demanding that the federal government 
be kept strictly within constitutional bounds. 


“This is our only hope for rolling back the so- 
cialist revolution and keeping our beloved Amer- 
ica from becoming an outvoted province in a 
one-world socialist-communist system.” 


His Faith? 


is. senall, independ- 
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ent, non-denominational, Béble-centered Proteg. 1 


ant church in Dallas—Scofield Memorial. 


In spiritual matters, he is also, one might say, g 
constitutionalist: that is, he believes that the Bjbj, 
contains absolute, revealed Truth, and should 
therefore, be the guide and yardstick in the moral 
and spiritual affairs of men. 


H. says: 


“In all spiritual matters I regard the Bible as 
The Authority. When I -have problems that 
trouble the soul, I try to find answers and solace 
in the Gospel of our Lord Jesus. I know the an. 
swers and solace are there. If I don’t find them, 
it’s because of my human weaknesses: too little 
faith and understanding.” 


Who Is Behind Dan Smoot? 


Apart from church membership, Dan Smoot 
has no membership in, or other connection with, 
any organization. 


The people “behind” him, financially, are his 


_ customers—individual Americans who subscribe 


to his Report and give gift subscriptions to others; 
who buy reprints of special issues of the Report 
for distribution to others, and who buy other 
Smoot publications; and business firms which 
sponsor the weekly Dan Smoot broadcasts as ad- 
vertising vehicles. 


The only other people “behind Dan Smoot” ate 
all Americans who understand, and cherish, the 
fundamental principles which built our Republic 
and who, in their own way, are doing what they 
can to restore those principles. 


He hopes that daily their clan will increase, and 
that the power of their voices will roll like thun- 
der across this land until they have regained the 
fruits of their heritage. 


Whether they will win or not can not be proph- 
esied. But of this they can be sure: in their strug: 
gle, in their possible defeat, or in their cherished 
victory—Dan Smoot will always be behind them, 
with them, and for them in the cause of freedom. 
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